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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 12-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rabenecker (UK 2339834) in view of Zuckerman et al. (US 5890,634). 

Rabenecker (figure 1 ) teaches an adapter in the form of a nub bar made of 
silicone rubber inserted into cutouts 13, 14 in the segment 8 of the clip so as to increase 
the friction on smooth materials and can be removed in order to fasten the object, a 
mobile measuring instrument 7, to thicker materials or belts (page 4, lines 10-14), 
wherein the clip is coupled to an object and having a segment 8 which secures the 
object to an article worn by a person, the object having a surface formed as part of the 
housing 6 adapted to be worn adjacent to the person, the adapter coupled to the 
segment by insertion into cutouts 13, 14 in the clip and positioned between the segment 
and the surface of the object, wherein the adapter inherently has an adapter length. 
The dip segment 8 has a protrusion 15 on the distal end, the protrusion facing toward 
the surface and having a predetermined length such that the protrusion catches the 
article between the clip and the object. 

The difference is that the adapter bar is nubbed and not flat. However, 
Zuckerman et al. (figures 1-3, 6, 8) teaches flat adapter structure 40 for providing a flat 
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surface to a clip 26, 28, wherein the clip is used to hang clothing, wherein the adapter 
has an adapter length. Zuckerman et al. teach that it is desirable to have a flat adapter 
so that the fabric is neither damaged or marked rather than use damaging projections or 
cleats In the clamp jaws (col. 1 , lines 19-63). This is accomplished by a resilient friction 
material 44 (col. 5, lines 28-37). The adapter is also securable and removable by an 
easy snap-in/snap-out motion so that differing fabrics can be gripped (col. 2, lines 14- 
32) that provides Important versatility. It can be used to cover a roughened or nippled 
clamping surface so as to provide more versatility (col. 6, lines 51-64). 

It would have been obvious to modify the adapter of Rabenecker so that the 
adapter bar is flat in view of Zuckerman et al. teaching it is desirable to have a flat 
adapter 40 with a surface 44 made of resilient friction material for providing a flat 
surface to a clip rather than a nubbed surface so that the fabric is neither damaged or 
marked rather than use damaging projections or cleats in the clamp jaws (col. 1 , lines 
19-63). In regard to claim 14, Rabenecker suggests inserting the adapter bar into 
cutouts 13, 14 in the segment 8 of the clip and that the adapter bar is removable from 
the segment 8. It would have been obvious to use the configuration suggested by 
Zuckerman et al. as providing a protrusion 54 for attaching the adapter to the segment, 
wherein the adapter attaches to the segment by fitting the protrusion 54 within a slot 52 
located In the segment since such structure provides for easy securement and release. 
Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1-11, 16, and 17 are allowed. 

Response to Arguments 
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Applicant's arguments filed November 13, 2002 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant argues that the Rabenecker does not teach an 
adapter that provides a flat surface to a clip, but teaches that the cutouts 1 3, 14 are 
small, round and bump-like as shown in figure 1 (Remarks, Page 11, P). However, 
Rabenecker (GB 2339834) describes the nub bar on page 4, lines 10-14: 

10 for example for a solid leather belt, A nub bar made 

of silicone nibber inserted into cutouts 13, 14 in the 
plate 8 increases the friction on smooth materials and 
can be removed in order to fasten the measuring 
instrument 7 to thicker materials or belts. 

Zuckerman et al. (US 5890634) is simply used to teach that it is old and well 
known to utilize an adapter that is flat and that it is desirable to utilize a flat surfaced 
adapter when holding fabrics. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that 
any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon 
hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge which was 
within the level of ordinary skill at the time the claimed invention was made, and does 
not include knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a 
reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 
1971). 

Rabenecker utilizes a clip with a removable adapter on clothing. The adapter is 
nubbed. Zuckerman et al. establishes a level of skill in ordinary experience wherein it is 
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recognized that fabrics can be damaged by projections or cleats in jaw surfaces and 
that it is desirable that adapters be flat so that damage does not take place as indicated 
in column 1, lines 19-63; 

In order to avcid this situstion, msnufacSurers of dangj- 
style gEnaeEt faangeri hive designed dicsp assembiies wrili 
rou^ or sharp edges to positively grip the gsmem. 
However, clamp assemblies with rough garment-engagiag 
sur£i.ce& have th& poEeiOiai of damsigii^ deiica^ rsaterials, 
such S.S si3k or linea, through extended use. One pKrticulai 
problem is aKocfatcd tvith cifliEp assemblies Siflt employ 
oucward^' prowtdiag isippls-lilsc prc^«ctioas o? ckaK. Th< 
ni{>pl«-likfi projectkjrs leave isdeBtitlDns is (h& cufis of 
slacks aEd the waist bands of skirts. Removal of these 
indcnlatioas norrsaUiy requires ironing or dry dcacing, or 
the ooEsumer may have to wear the ganaesEt as is due to 
ia&deqtiate time to reatovt the iadtniatiosK, 

The above-menSioaed ahoitoosninip are not only annoy- 
ing to the consumers but to the asana^ctiireis of gannenls 
as well, Firat, a .mana&CiUicr cannot tolerate a clamp-type 
ganacnl hanger shit, with unacceptable ftequcocy, allows 
t&e gaimeat* to slip thiougb th,« cktDp 8ss*t3blie» aad fell to 
the Soor. Miaafactjireis of ^.TCtents often ship theif expen- 
sive sanneoiS already hmg on clamp^atyle garo^ent hangers. 
The gonEsnts y,iSl wrinkle oi become damaged if they fdl ^ 
off the bingeis cfimng transit. By the same toiten, retailiers 
are very ps/ticuljf about p-oduct preseatatioa aoi wai r,ot 
toiersec gamient hangers thai: permit geiment^ ^ fall ^stQ 
the Aaat. FiiJiht?., iwither maniifacsa^rs sat »taLle« 
tolerate clamp-typc gaimcnt haagens that enspioy rougb 45 
cknjiiing sjirfaccs o: aippied clamping sujfases because 
stich designs have the potential to damage fragSe ot expea- 
sivc ganseDts or at least k> mar ibe appearascc;, Ihcxby 
deiractiiig from thie sale^ a^al to tbe p s^rchaser. 

Hence, tfierc is a need Sir a new elaaip-typs ganocnt so 
hssger that iseela &a afoRnoted critena. S^eci&caliy, the 
claasp assemblies m'ost posiively gxip ihe ganseai w-ithout 
cither ESMkiEg or Bering to &e garment fabric. Further, 
because the haage: must be capable of use as a shipping 
hasger by dothiog mamif acturer^ the dansp asssinbly smssi ss 
be able to maintain its gripping ability under the rough 
haadliog resultiCig feoas the shoctes and bumps to wliic^ such 
haogers are exposed during ^pmcnl. l! is highly desirable 
to p»$dsce a clamp aasembiy with a clatsping &H3f ace that is 
bota fdftiively sraooth to fse tcuch and has tae afoiiity to 40 
pDsitiveiy grip «lte garments for an extended period of time, 
A claaipiag stjrfece that is ie]ativ<iy smooth to the [Cfuch is 
pleasing to the ccosucncr and assures the consumer that the 
ckinpmg sur&ce v/iSi aoi daaiage the gamear. 



Zuckerman et al. accomplish this by using a resilient material as indicated in 



column 5, lines 28-37 
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Tat second side 44 of each gr^ing pad 40 is fabricated 
ftom resilient firicuon aatej iftl The coefficieel of fridioQ of 
ttc Kcocd :Sidc 44 is sckctcd «J that it is sufficiently high: to ' ' 
pt«clude movement of a garfltsent G, under the weight of th£ 
garment, when a nctrmai dampiag force is applied to the two 
ckmjing meaibera to neve them into i clamping poaitioa, 

Prefecied t»siliefii friction matenals for the grijipisig pid jj 
5«vOe3 44 »r« tacky msttrisls such as Scixiblc polyviEyl 
caloride and polypropylene, 

Zuckerman et al. indicated that it is desirable that the adapter be securable and 
removable by an easy snap-in/snap-out motion so that different fabrics can be gripped 
and that this provides important versatility as indicated in column 2, lines 14-32: 

fcangef is '<08t. T3iu& ilie vcrsatOity of z hanger is also an 
IS important scliag point. For example, if a retailer isurchascr 
wishes to hang a delicate satin &OEn a hiQg&r, h« may elect 
to ti« only ft gtippibg pad which is. * iower ooe£5cl*2l of 
feicdon (in order to treat the satin morfi deJicately), a. pad tijat 
is larger (so that tbe gripping force is betiej distribmed), or 
20 e pad that is thicker (to provide extra p:otKtitfs for tbc 
sarin), Iisdeed, dtaing the Ufe of a given garment baager, it 
may b« desirable at viuious Uraes &r xhe banger co suspend 
various ciScrcnt fabdcs. each calling for panicular gripping 
pads adapted for that fabric. Clearly, co-moldeil or gked 
2S gripping pads are not so replaceable by the retail customer. 
Further, ii i* desirable that tie grippii^ pid be sectuabie 
to the hsQger by ec easy sitap-ui aaotioa which initially 
occurs downstream of ifce hanger prodxicibn line so that it 
does not alow down the baager pfodudJoa tiiroughpuc, 

Finali^V it is desirable for some appMcations thai the 
gripping pad b* sectur able aad reaovable froci tJie fcanger by 
enes-sysQap-in/saftp-outmotioa, Oa the other hand, in given 

Finally, Zuckerman et al. indicate that the adapter can be used to cover a 
roughened or nippled clamping surface so as to provide more versatility as indicated in 
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column 6, lines 51-64: 
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It will be ftjjprsciated that, foi particulaT applicatioos 
Where it is imceflfcia wttethtc or not the cladping assemblies 
will b« used witii gripping pads 40 or not, the inner cknjping 
surface of each damping member 26, 2S may be desigBed 

$i ia seouc in a conventional caaajncr a garisent to bs hiaig 
feom th& hangM. In other words, the tuDei clamping surface 
of the clamoias aemher may have a rough ot nippled 
clamping surface. Thus, the purchaser can use the hanger 
without the grippiftg pads of, sicnjjly by massial insertion ot 

50 ^« gripping pc^s onto flic ckcjjjing' mtsiij/ri, "tdt^, ;he^.. ' ' 
gripping pads. In the latter instaacej^us"^ripping pads 
preferably totJfflv bbck^t.^^ region of the 

clampiDgliaSberlotha* cniy the gripping pad oontacls the 
gaiiBfiflt to be iung team the heager. 



These portions of Zuckerman et al., which were referred to by column and line 
number in the statement of the rejection, are reproduced here to show how well known 
and desirable it is to have a flat surface on an adapter that is securing clothing through 
a clamping action. Obviously, Zuckerman et al. utilizes the clamps to suspend clothing, 
but not only for display purposes, the clamps can also be secured to the garments 
during transport and it is desirable to not have damage under these conditions, too, and 
that the adapters can be changed, removed or inserted depending on the fabric held or 
the whim of the purchaser. The desirability of preventing damage to clothing doesn't 
begin and end with its being suspended, but extends to when its worn, too. Zuckerman 
et al. specifically show that it is desirable to utilize an adapter with a flat surface to 
prevent damage from clamping jaw faces to clothing. This clear overlap of clamping of 
clothing between jaws establishes Zuckerman et al. as being in an art reasonably 
pertinent to that of applicant's. Further, this function of recognizing that when clamps 
secure clothing as taught by Zuckerman et al., the characteristics of clothing are such 
that they can be damaged and that it is desirable to utilize an adapter with a flat surface 
and other characteristics whereby it provides a securing damping effect establishes a 
motivation to modify the teachings of Rabenecker as indicated. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James R. Brittain whose telephone number is 703-308- 
2222. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 5:30 to 2:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, J. J. Swann can be reached on 703-306-41 1 5. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9326 for 
regular communications and 703-872-9327 for After Final communications. 



Application/Control Number: 09/801 ,398 Page 9 

Art Unit: 3677 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
1113. 



James R. Brittain 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3677 



JRB 

February 3, 2003 
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Notice Regarding Treatment of Irradiated Correspondence 

The following papers have not been made part of the permanent records of the United States 
Patent and Trademark Office (Office) for this application (37 CFR 1.52(a)) because of damage 
from the United States Postal Service irradiation process: 

Mailroom Stamp Date Certificate of Mailing Date 



The above-identified papers, however, were not so damaged as to preclude the USPTO from 
making a legible copy of such papers. Therefore, the Office has made a copy of these papers, 
substituted them for the originals in the file, and stamped that copy: 

COPY OF PAPERS 
ORIGINALLY FILED 



If applicant wants to review the accuracy of the Office's copy of such papers, applicant may either 
inspect the application (37 CFR L 14(d)) or may request a copy of the Office's records of such 
papers {i.e., a copy of the copy made by the Office) from the Office of Public Records for the fee 
specified in 37 CFR 1 . 19(b)(4). Please do not caU the Technology Center's Customer Service 
Center to inquiry about the completeness or accuracy of Office's copy of the above-identified 
papers, as the Technology Center's Customer Service Center will not be able to provide this 
service. 

If applicant does not consider the Office's copy of such papers to be accurate, applicant must 
provide a copy of the above-identified papers (except for any U.S. or foreign patent documents 
submitted with the above-identified papers) with a statement that such copy is a complete and 
accurate copy of the originally submitted documents. If applicant provides such a copy of the 
above-identified papers and statement withm THREE MONTHS of the mail date of this Office 
action, the Office will add the original mailroom date and use the copy provdded by applicant as 
the permanent Office record of the above-identified papers in place of the copy made by the 
Office. Otherwise, the Office's copy will be used as the permanent Office record of the above- 
identified papers {i.e., the Office will use the copy of the above-identified papers made by the 
Office for examination and all other purposes). This three-month period is not extendable. 



